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happened de facto, if not de jure, is we
have created a barrier for most Ameri-
cans to ever think about having a seat
in the House or Senate because, de
facto, the cost of getting here is pro-
hibitive. Hither you have to have the
money yourself, or you have to have
access to the kind of dollars that would
allow you to be a candidate in a state-
wide Senate race in the year 2001.

What Senator MCCAIN and Senator
FEINGOLD and those of us who are sup-
porting them are trying to do is see if
we can’t change this assumption, this
assumption that there is nothing or
very little we can do about this, and we
are just going to continue to raise the
amount of money we can raise from in-
dividuals and groups and go to political
action committees, to national parties,
and State parties. Instead, we say:
Enough is enough; 256 years of this ex-
ponential growth—we ought to be able
to do something to slow this down. And
that is what we are trying to do.

S. 27 allows for increases. McCain-
Feingold allows for doubling contribu-
tions, if a few instances, one being a
calendar year from $5,000 to $10,000. We
have the same amount as currently
permitted going to national parties,
and we have an aggregate limit in-
creasing from $25,000 to $30,000 per
year.

How many people in this country can
write a check for $30,000 for Federal of-
ficeholders? And I am told that is too
low. Too low? Too low?—$30,000 a cal-
endar year, to write checks for politi-
cians, is too low?

You would be laughed out of my
State, the most affluent State on a per
capita basis, if you stood and said this
is too little. And that is, in effect, what
we are saying. I don’t think it is too
little. We would do ourselves, this in-
stitution, and the political process a
world of good by adopting the McCain-
Feingold approach and living with it
and learning how to live with the spir-
it, as well as the law, of S. 27.

The adoption of the Torricelli
amendment the other day, which I
think could save millions of dollars for
candidates by insisting that these tele-
vision stations not charge in excess of
the lowest unit rate charge, will con-
tribute significantly to our slowing
down the rising cost of campaigns. And
some of the other provisions that have
been introduced to allow for a more ex-
peditious and efficient way of reporting
will help as well.

Before we close out the debate on
this subject, I wanted to say after the
first week of debate, this has been one
of the more enlightening debates I have
been a part of in the time I have been
in the Senate. We have had very few
quorum calls. We have had terrific par-
ticipation by Members concerned about
this issue in the form of offering their
ideas and thoughts by amendment. It
has been one of the better moments in
the Senate in the last number of years,
in my view. So I commend my col-
leagues for that.

I hope next week will be as enlight-
ening and as helpful as we move for-
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ward. The hope is the ultimate adop-
tion of the McCain-Feingold legisla-
tion—as is, with some of the improve-
ments I know my colleagues will be of-
fering.

I prefer we come along next week
having made the positive changes we
have made over this past week and end-
ing up doing what some of these pro-
posals suggest since the ideas are com-
ing from both sides of the isle. But
anybody who stands up and suggest to
me that the reality—don’t try to play
games by what you write—this $50,000
per person per calendar year—cannot
expect to smuggle the $50,000 through
as the reality. The reality is it gen-
erally is per individual and spouse,
which means as a practical matter, it
is usually $100,000 per family. As a re-
sult, in an election cycle of 2-years, it
is $200,000. If someone thinks they are
going to smuggle that past this Mem-
ber as a modest request, they have an-
other consideration to make.

It is outrageous, excessive—there is
nothing modest about it. It is what
contributes to the feeling that so many
Americans have about the political
process in this country today. I look
forward to the coming debate next
week. It could get testy if we think
these numbers are going to fly through
without significant debate. Some of us
Members think there are already
ample limitations on contributions for
individuals and ample room for people
to make significant contributions in
the political process.

Senator WELLSTONE made the point
last week that it is less than one-half
of 1 percent of the American public
who make contributions of $1,000. Mr.
President, 99 percent of the American
public cannot even think about that
level of contribution. I know for a fact
most candidates will not bother with
that 99 percent of the American public
and ask for their financial help.

If you can get the $1,000, $2,000 and
$3,000 contributions, then that is the
pond you are going to fish in. You are
not going to go out and raise money in
$50 and $20 and $100 contributions from
average citizens.

I think there is something terribly
dangerous about excluding average
people from financially participating
in the political life of America. That is
what we are doing. That is the reality
of it. There is not a single candidate
who will bother with these people ex-
cept to create some political event but
not as a fundraiser. You will not be
raising money from average Ameri-
cans. You will be going after the big-
dollar givers, and there are only a
handful in this country who can make
those contributions. The idea that we
have to double and triple the size of
that contribution limit is shameful.

I look forward to the debate next
week. Hopefully the majority of my
colleagues will reject those unneces-
sary increases in hard money indi-
vidual contributions.

With that, I yield the floor. I did not
see my friend from West Virginia be-

S2807

hind me. Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

——
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate now proceed
in morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CHAFEE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The Senator from West Virginia.

——

NO BUDGET MARKUP

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, yesterday
the Senate Budget Committee held its
last hearing on the President’s budget
plan prior to the Senate consideration
of the budget resolution. As a new
member of the Budget Committee, I
would like to take a moment to com-
mend Chairman DOMENICI and ranking
member CONRAD for a series of
thought-provoking hearings on the fu-
ture challenges facing our Social Secu-
rity and Medicare programs, on our ef-
forts to improve the education of our
children, and to address our Nation’s
infrastructure deficit and national se-
curity needs.

During the hearing yesterday, I in-
quired of—we often say ‘‘our good
friend,” my good friend Senator
DOMENICI. When I say ‘“‘my good
friend,” I mean just that; my good
friend, Senator DOMENICI—about the
prospects for the Budget Committee
marking up the budget resolution prior
to the April 1 reporting deadline con-
tained in the Budget Act.

Let me say at the beginning of my
remarks, again, I am a new member of
the Budget Committee. Of course I was
around 27 years ago when we created
the Budget Committee, and I took a
very considerable interest in the prepa-
ration of the Budget Act in 1974. I spent
a great deal of time on it. So although
I come as a new member of the com-
mittee, I am not wholly unaware of the
fact that I have been around as long as
the committee has and perhaps a little
longer—longer than the Act itself.

One thing I try to remember is not to
take myself too seriously. Sometimes
it is pretty hard to avoid taking one’s
self too seriously. I try studiously to
avoid that.

But I do take seriously the work of
that committee. We have a great chair-
man. Senator DOMENICI is a very dili-
gent Senator.

The Bible says: ‘‘Seest thou a man
diligent in his business? He shall stand
before kings.”

Senator DOMENICI is diligent in his
business. I have no doubt that he has
stood before kings in his tenure as a
Senator.

I admire him on top of all these
things. I think he is a congenial per-
son. I like him. It doesn’t make any
difference how this situation comes
out—what the outcome of the budget
action may or may not be. It isn’t
going to intervene in my admiration
and my affection for Senator DOMENICI,
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